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intervention in the actual state of the case, are equally
clear.

Thus far with respect to "intervention" as regards
the proceedings of one state towards another. Take
next the contingency of a contest between two parties
in the same state. It is easy to see that in this case
the objections to intervention are far more cogent and
comprehensive than when the quarrel is between dis-
tinct nations. The general body of states has ob-
viously far less concern with the internal affairs of one
of its members than with the proceedings of its mem-
bers towards one another. The principle which in an
ordinary community is fully recognised, that each of
the individuals comprising it ought to be allowed to
regulate his own concerns as he thinks fit, so long as
he abstains from injuring others, holds good also for
the community of nations ; and this principle, super-
added to the reasons which we have found to exist as
against the right of interference in a large class of
international transactions, tends to confine that right
within the very narrowest limits as regards civil con-
tests. Such interference is, as we have seen, justifiable,
even as between distinct nations, only when some
universally admitted rule of international law, or some
great principle of justice or humanity, has obviously
and undeniably been infringed. As between two par-
ties in the same state, international law does not
apply; and, as regards the great principles of justice
or humanity, it is obvious that the case is very dif-
ferent when they are contravened by a member of the
community, not as against other members of it, but as